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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments witli respect to tlie claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . Claims 69-71 , 74, 75, 77, and 80 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Goldberg in view of Abecassis in view of Wactlar. 

Referring to claim 69, Goldberg discloses a method for transmitting video data 
comprising: 

obtaining identifying data for identifying a main video data, said main video data 
representing content and constituted by connecting, in a predetermined sequence a 
plurality of shots or scenes, each shot or scene being a basic unit of the main video 
data (column 9, lines 52-55; figure 3); 

obtaining semantic evaluation meta-data including evaluation of the shots or 
scenes of the main video data, said semantic evaluation meta-data indicating the 
development of the content represented by the main video (column 12, lines 40-44; 
column 13, lines 1-2; figure 9); and 
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transmitting, by a signal transmitter, tlie identifying data, tlie semantic evaluation 
meta-data, and the main video data (column 9, lines 52-55; column 15, lines 6-8). 

Goldberg does not disclose a method wherein the semantic evaluation meta-data 
includes evaluation values of each shot or scene of the main video, said semantic 
evaluation meta-data having a value that measures the relevance of a shot or scene 
and representing the impact or significance of a shot or scene; and wherein the 
identifying data and the semantic evaluation meta-data is used for extracting shots or 
scenes form the main video data, based on the relevance of the extracted shots as 
represented by the value of said semantic evaluation meta-data, for a user to link said 
extracted shots a summary digest video formed of a sequence of said extracted shots, 
which is, a preview of said content whereby the user can obtain an understanding of the 
content of said main video data from said preview of said content. 

In an analogous art, Abecassis teaches a method wherein the semantic 
evaluation meta-data includes evaluation values of each shot or scene of the main 
video, said semantic evaluation meta-data having a value (figure 3, parts 521, 522, and 
523) that measures the relevance of a shot or scene and representing the impact or 
significance of a shot or scene (figure 3; column 9, lines 8-12); and wherein the 
identifying data and the semantic evaluation meta-data is used for extracting shots or 
scenes form the main video data, based on the relevance of the extracted shots as 
represented by the value of said semantic evaluation meta-data (figure 3, parts 521 , 
522, and 523; figure 4) to generate from said extracted shots an abbreviated version of 
the video formed of a sequence of said extracted shots, which is an abridged version, of 
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said content (column 9, lines 13-28; Note: as parts of the video would be removed, the 
length of the video would be shortened creating a short video). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the editing from Abecassis to the system disclosed by Goldberg and 
Ueno. The motivation would have been to enable the system to edit out certain parts of 
the video that may be offensive to the user (Abecassis: column 7, lines 1-2). 

Goldberg and Abecassis do not disclose a method wherein the user generates a 
preview of said content whereby the user can obtain an understanding of the content of 
said main video data from said preview of said content. 

In an analogous art, Wactlar teaches a method wherein the user generates a 
preview of said content whereby the user can obtain an understanding of the content of 
said main video data from said preview of said content (column 6, lines 20-31 and 57- 
63; column 9, lines 47-50; column 13, line 60 to column 14, line 8; column 18, lines 6- 
14). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the summary generating taught by Wactlar to the method disclosed by 
Goldberg and Abecassis. The motivation would have been to allow for the system to 
quickly identify and playback the segments of interest to the user (Wactlar: column 6, 
lines 6-14). 

Claim 70 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 69. 
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Referring to claim 71, Goldberg discloses a method for receiving video data 
comprising: 

receiving by receiver apparatus main video data representing content (column 9, 
lines 52-56); 

receiving by said receiver apparatus identifying data, identifying main video data, 
the main video data constituted in a predetermined sequence of a plurality of shots or 
scenes, each shot or scene being a basic unit of the main video data (column 9, lines 
52-55; figure 3); 

receiving semantic evaluation meta-data based on an evaluation of the shots or 
scenes of the main video data, said semantic evaluation meta-data indicating the 
development of the content represented by the main video data (column 12, lines 40-44; 
column 13, lines 1-2; figure 9); and 

manipulating the main video data based on the identifying data and the semantic 
evaluation meta-data (column 12, lines 40-44; column 13, lines 21-33). 

Goldberg does not disclose a method wherein the semantic evaluation meta-data 
includes evaluation values of each shot or scene of the main video, said semantic 
evaluation meta-data having a value that is a measure of the relevance of a shot or 
scene and representing the impact or significance of a shot or scene; and 

generating a summary digest video preview of said content by extracting shots or 
scenes from the main video data, based on the relevance of the extracted shots as 
represented by the value of said semantic evaluation meta-data, using the identifying 
data and the semantic evaluation meta-data, and linking the extracted shots to generate 
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a video preview formed of a sequence of said extracted sliots, wliicli is a preview of 
said content, wliereby a user can obtain an understanding of content of said main video 
data from said preview of said content. 

In an analogous art, Abecassis teaches a method wherein the semantic 
evaluation meta-data includes evaluation values of each shot or scene of the main 
video, said semantic evaluation meta-data having a value (figure 3, parts 521, 522, and 
523) that is a measure of the relevance of a shot or scene and representing the impact 
or significance of a shot or scene (figure 3; column 9, lines 8-1 2); and 

generating a abbreviated video of said content by extracting shots or scenes 
from the main video data, based on the relevance of the extracted shots as represented 
by the value of said semantic evaluation meta-data (figure 3, parts 521 , 522, and 523; 
figure 4), using the identifying data and the semantic evaluation meta-data, wherein the 
abbreviated video is formed of a sequence of said extracted shots, which is an abridged 
version, of said content (column 9, lines 13-28; Note: as parts of the video would be 
removed, the length of the video would be shortened creating a short video). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the editing from Abecassis to the system disclosed by Goldberg and 
Ueno. The motivation would have been to enable the system to edit out certain parts of 
the video that may be offensive to the user (Abecassis: column 7, lines 1-2). 

Goldberg and Abecassis do not disclose a method for linking the extracted shots 
to generate a video preview formed of a sequence of said extracted shots, which is a 
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preview of said content, wliereby a user can obtain an understanding of content of said 
main video data from said preview of said content. 

In an analogous art, Wactlar teaches a method for linking the extracted shots to 
generate a video preview formed of a sequence of said extracted shots, which is a 
preview of said content, whereby a user can obtain an understanding of content of said 
main video data from said preview of said content (column 6, lines 20-31 and 57-63; 
column 9, lines 47-50; column 13, line 60 to column 14, line 8; column 18, lines 6-14). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the summary generating taught by Wactlar to the method disclosed by 
Goldberg and Abecassis. The motivation would have been to allow for the system to 
quickly identify and playback the segments of interest to the user (Wactlar: column 6, 
lines 6-14). 

Claims 74 and 75 are rejected on the same grounds as claim 71 . 
Claim 77 is rejected on the same grounds as claims 69 and 71 . 
Claim 80 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 77. 

Claims 73, 76, 79, and 82 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Goldberg, Abecassis and Wactlar as applied to the claims above, 
and further in view of Hjelsvold. 

Referring to claim 73, Goldberg, Abecassis and Wactlar do not disclose a 
method for receiving billing meta-data indicating how billing is to be performed; and 
billing a viewer at a receiving end based on the received billing meta-data. 
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In an analogous art, Hjelsvold teaches a method for receiving billing meta-data 
indicating how billing is to be performed (column 5, lines 28-29 and 45-51); and billing a 
viewer at a receiving end based on the received billing meta-data (column 6, lines 9-13). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the billing method taught by Hjelsvold to the system disclosed by 
Goldberg, Abecassis and Wactlar. The motivation would have been to enable different 
lengths of videos to have different prices (Hjelsvold: column 5, lines 28-29), which would 
make the system more convenient for the user. 

Claims 76 and 79 are rejected on the same grounds as claim 73. 

Claim 82 is rejected on the same grounds as claim 79. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis comnnunication or earlier comnnunications from tlie 
examiner sliould be directed to Justin E. Sliepard wliose teleplione number is (571) 
272-5967. Tlie examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (571 ) 272-7331 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Christopher Kelley/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 2424 
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